show the changes made to the previous version of the 
claims, is filed herewith. 

REMARKS 

In view of the foregoing amendments and the 
following remarks, the applicants respectfully submit that 
the pending claims are not anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102, and are not rendered obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 
Accordingly, it is believed that this application is in 
condition for allowance. If, however, the Examiner 
believes that there are any unresolved issues, or believes 
that some or all of the claims are not in condition for 
allowance, the applicants respectfully request that the 
Examiner contact the undersigned to schedule a telephone 
Examiner Interview before any further actions on the 
merits . 

The applicants will now address each of the 
issues raised in the outstanding Office Action. 

Objections 

Claims 1-15 stand objected to as including the 
same reference character used more than once to refer to 
two separate elements. Claims 3, 4, 7, 8, 11 and 12 were 
objected to as including acronyms. The applicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw these objections in light of the foregoing 
corrective amendments . 



Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 



Claims 1 and 2 stand rejected under 3 5 U.S.C. 
§ 102 as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,058,429 
(hereafter referred to as u the Ames patent"). The 
applicants respectfully request that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw this ground of rejection in view of 
the following. 

Independent claim 1, as amended, is not 
anticipated by the Ames patent because the Ames patent does 
not teach determining whether or not a packet is entitled 
to access a particular service, nor does it teach making 
such a determination based on at least a portion of a 
unique bit string which replaced at least a part of a layer 
2 address and which is independent of a layer 2 destination 
address. Claim 1, as amended, is reprinted below with 
these features depicted in bold typeface: 



A method for provisioning services to 
packets sourced from a number of client 
devices, each of the packets having at 
least a part of a layer 2 header 
replaced with a unique bit string that 
is independent of a layer 2 destination 
address, the method comprising: 

a) determining whether or not the 
packet is entitled to access a 
particular service using at least 
a portion of the unique bit 
string; and 

b) if it is determined that the 
packet is entitled to access the 
particular service, then routing 
the packet. [Emphasis added.] 

The Ames patent does not teach determining 
whether or not a packet is entitled to access a particular 



10 




service. The Examiner argues that the Ames patent teaches 
a step of determining whether or not a received packet is 
entitled to access server 104 based on at least the unique 
bit string -- being the data link layer destination address 
of the server 104. See Paper No. 7, page 3. The Examiner 
is interpreting the term "entitled" unreasonably broadly to 
include "addressing" . The ordinary meaning of entitled is 
to furnish with a right. See, e.g., Webster's II: New 
Riverside University Dictionary, p. 435. (Copy filed 
herewith.) The applicants did not give the term "entitled" 
a contrary meaning. Since a user can address a packet 
however they please, merely determining whether or not a 
packet is addressed to a particular device is not the same 
as determining whether or not the packet is entitled to go 
to the addressed device. Therefore, claim 1, as amended, 
is not anticipated by the Ames patent for at least this 
reason. Since claim 2 depends from claim 1, it is 
similarly not anticipated. 

More importantly, the Ames patent does not teach 
determining whether or not a packet is entitled to access a 
particular service using on at least a portion of a unique 
bit string which replaced at least a part of a layer 2 
address and which is independent of a layer 2 destination 
address. The Examiner argues that changing, within a layer 
2 header, the data link layer destination address of a 
router with that of a second device teaches replacing at 
least a part of a layer 2 header with a unique bit string. 
See Paper No. 7, page 3. Even assuming, arguendo, that 
this is true, claim 1, as amended, specifies that the 
unique bit string is independent of a destination layer 2 
address. This new recitation is supported, for example, by 
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the exemplary embodiment illustrated by Figure 36 in which 
layer 2 source and destination address information is 
replaced by so-called "context information" . Note that 
none of the context information depends on a layer 2 
destination address. Therefore, claim 1, as amended, is 
not anticipated by the Ames patent for at least this 
reason. Since claim 2 depends from claim 1, it is 
similarly not anticipated. 

In view of the foregoing, the applicants 
respectfully submit that this ground of rejection should be 
withdrawn. 

Claims 1-4 and 13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102 as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,959,989 
(hereafter referred to as "the Gleeson patent") . The 
applicants respectfully request that the Examiner 
reconsider and withdraw this ground of rejection in view of 
the following. 

Independent claims 1 and 13 are not anticipated 
by the Gleeson patent because the Gleeson patent does not 
teach replacing a part of the layer 2 header with a unique 
bit string, nor does the Gleeson patent teach determining, 
using the unique bit string, whether or not a packet is 
entitled to a particular service. Claim 1 was already 
reprinted above with these features depicted in bold 
typeface. Claim 13 is reprinted below with the second 
feature depicted in bold typeface: 

An apparatus for provisioning 
services to packets sourced from a 
number of client devices, each of the 
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packets having at least a part of a 
layer 2 header replaced with a unique 
bit string, the apparatus comprising: 

a) an access control list; and 

b) an access controller, the 
access controller including 

i) means for determining 
whether or not the packet is 
entitled to access a 
particular service using 

A) contents of the 
access control list, and 

B) at least a portion 
of the unique bit 
string, and 

ii) means for routing the 
packet if it is determined 
that the packet is entitled 
to access the particular 
service. [Emphasis added.] 

The Gleeson patent does not teach replacing a 
part of the layer 2 header with a unique bit string. The 
Examiner argues that Figure 6 illustrates that the 
combination of MVLAN ID 612 and VLAN 62 0 show such a 
replacement. However, Figure 6, together with Figures 
4A-4D of the Gleeson patent suggest that the MVLAN ID and 
VLAN are prepended to a packet 402a. Prepending 
information to a packet is not the same as replacing bits 
in a packet with such information. Accordingly, 
independent claims 1 and 13 are not anticipated by the 
Gleeson patent for at least this reason. Since claims 2, 
3, and 4 depend from claim 1, these claims are similarly 
not anticipated by the Gleeson patent. 

Further, the Gleeson patent does not teach 
determining, using the unique bit string, whether or not a 
packet is entitled to a particular service. As described 
above, the ordinary meaning of entitled is to furnish with 
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a right. However, in the Gleeson patent, membership in a 
multicast group is effected by a simple "join group" 
operation. See, e.g., column 8, line 59 through column 9, 
line 15. Merely electing to join or leave a group is not 
the same as entitling one to join or leave a group. 
Accordingly, independent claims 1 and 13 are not 
anticipated by the Gleeson patent for at least this reason. 
Since claims 2, 3, and 4 depend from claim 1, these claims 
are similarly not anticipated by the Gleeson patent. 

In addition to not be anticipated by the Gleeson 
patent by virtue of its dependence from claim 1, 
independent claim 3 is not anticipated by the Gleeson 
patent because a multicast virtual LAN identifier does not 
teach a virtual private network organizational universal 
identifier . 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 5, 6 and 14 stand rejected under 3 5 U.S.C. 
§ 103 as being unpatentable over the Ames patent in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,104,700 (hereafter referred to as "the 
Haddock patent") . The applicants respectfully request that 
the Examiner reconsider and withdraw this ground of 
rejection in view of the following. 

Independent claims 5 and 14, as amended, are not 
rendered obvious by the Ames and Haddock patents because 
these patents, either taken alone or in combination, 
neither teach, nor suggest, determining a service level 
using at least a portion of a unique bit string which 
replaced at least a part of a layer 2 address and which is 
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independent of a layer 2 destination address. Independent 
claims 5 and 14, as amended, are reprinted below with this 
feature depicted in bold typeface: 

5 . A method for providing various 
quality of service levels to packets 
sourced from a number of client 
devices, each of the packets having at 
least a part of a layer 2 header 
replaced with a unique bit string that 
is independent of a layer 2 destination 
address, the method comprising: 

a) determining a service level to 
which the packet is entitled using 
at least a portion of the unique 
bit string; and 

b) forwarding the packet to a 
queue associated with the service 
level determined. [Emphasis 
added . ] 

14 . An apparatus for providing various 
service levels to packets sourced from 
a number of client devices, each of the 
packets having at least a part of a 
layer 2 header replaced with a unique 
bit string that is independent of a 
layer 2 destination address, the 
apparatus comprising : 

a) a plurality of queues, each of 
the plurality of queues associated 
with a particular service level; 

b) a service level list; and 

c) a service level controller, 
the service level controller 
including 

i) means for determining a 
service level to which the 
packet is entitled using 

A) contents of the 
service level list, and 

B) at least a portion 
of the unique bit 
string, and 

ii) means for 
forwarding the packet to 
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the one of the plurality 
of queues associated 
with the quality of 
service level 
determined . [Emphasis 
added . ] 

The Ames and Haddock patents, either taken alone 
or in combination, neither teach, nor suggest, determining 
a service level using at least a portion of a unique bit 
string which replaced at least a part of a layer 2 address 
and which is independent of a layer 2 destination address. 
The Examiner contends that (i) the Haddock patent teaches a 
forwarding device which determines quality of service 
levels based on a packet's IP (layer 3) address or its MAC 
(layer 2) address, (ii) the Ames patent teaches replacing 
at least a part of a layer 2 header with a MAC address (as 
a unique bit string) , and (iii) it would have been obvious 
to use the MAC address of the Ames patent for determining a 
quality of service level as proposed in the Haddock patent. 
See Paper No. 7, page 5. Even assuming, arguendo, that 
this is true, such teachings when combined, don't show that 
the unique bit string is independent of a destination layer 
2 address, as recited in claims 5 and 14, as amended. 
Indeed, the Haddock patent relies on destination 
information, and the Ames patent replaces layer 2 
destination information of a current device with that of a 
next device. 

As stated above, this new recitation is 
supported, for example, by the exemplary embodiment 
illustrated by Figure 3 6 in which layer 2 source and 
destination address information is replaced by so-called 
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"context information" . Note that none of the context 
information depends on a layer 2 destination address. 

In view of the foregoing, independent claims 5 
and 14 are not rendered obvious by the Ames and Haddock 
patents. Since claim 6 depends from claim 5, it is 
similarly not rendered obvious by these patents. 

Claims 5-8 and 14 stand rejected under 3 5 U.S.C. 
§ 103 as being unpatentable over the Gleeson patent in view 
of the Haddock patent. The applicants respectfully request 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw this ground of 
rejection in view of the following. 

Independent claims 5 and 14, as amended, are not 
rendered obvious by the Gleeson and Haddock patents because 
these patents, either taken alone or in combination, 
neither teach, nor suggest, determining a service level 
using at least a portion of a unique bit string which 
replaced at least a part of a layer 2 address and which is 
independent of a layer 2 destination address. Independent 
claims 5 and 14, as amended, were reprinted above with this 
feature depicted in bold typeface. 

The Examiner contends that (i) the Gleeson patent 
teaches replacing part of the layer 2 header with a unique 
bit string, (ii) the Haddock patent teaches a forwarding 
device which determines quality of service levels based on 
a packet's IP (layer 3) address or its MAC (layer 2) 
address, and (iii) it would have been obvious to combine 
the teachings of these two patents to provide various 
quality of service levels. See Paper No. 7, pages 4 and 6. 
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First, as stated above, the Gleeson patent does 
not teach replacing a part of the layer 2 header with a 
unique bit string. To reiterate, Figure 6, together with 
Figures 4A-4D of the Gleeson patent suggest that the MVLAN 
ID and VLAN are prepended to a packet 402a. Prepending 
information to a packet is not the same as replacing bits 
in a packet with such information. 

Even assuming, arguendo, that the multicast 
virtual LAN ID and virtual LAN designation of the Gleeson 
patent could be characterized as a unique bit string that 
replaces at least some bits of a layer 2 header, the 
Haddock patent relies on layer 2 or 3 information, not 
multicast virtual LAN ID or virtual LAN designations to 
determine quality of service. Accordingly, if combined, 
these teachings would not provide the claimed invention. 

In view of the foregoing, independent claims 5 
and 14 are not rendered obvious by the Gleeson and Haddock 
patent. Since claims 6-8 depend from claim 5, they are 
similarly not rendered obvious by these patents. Regarding 
dependent claim 7, this claim is further distinguished over 
these patents because a multicast virtual LAN identifier 
does neither teaches, nor suggests, a virtual private 
network organizational universal identifier. 

Claims 9-12 and 15 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103 as being unpatenable over the Gleeson patent in view 
of U.S. Patent No. 5,610,905 (hereafter referred to as "the 
Murthy patent") . The applicants respectfully request that 



18 




the Examiner reconsider and withdraw this ground of 
rejection in view of the following. 

Independent claims 9 and 15 are not rendered 
obvious by the Gleeson and Murthy patents because neither 
patent teaches determining whether or not a packet belongs 
to a group of packets to be copied for purposes of 
monitoring based on a unique bit string which has replaced 
at least a part of a layer 2 header. These claims are 
reprinted below with this feature depicted in bold 
typeface : 

9. A method for monitoring packets 
sourced from a group of client devices 
defining a subset of client devices, 
each of the packets having at least a 
part of a layer 2 header replaced with 
a unique bit string, the method 
comprising : 

a) determining whether or not the 
packet belongs to the group of 
client devices using at least a 
portion of at least one of the 
unique bit string; and 

b) if it is determined that the 
packet does belong to the group of 
client devices, then 

i) copying the packet to 
generate a duplicate packet, 
and 

ii) forwarding the duplicate 
packet to a monitoring 
facility. [Emphasis added.] 



15. An apparatus for monitoring 
packets sourced from a group of client 
devices defining a subset of client 
devices, each of the packets having at 
least a part of a layer 2 header 
replaced with a unique bit string, the 
apparatus comprising: 
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a) a monitoring port for 
accepting packets of the group of 
client devices to be monitored; 

b) means determining whether or 
not an accepted packet belongs to 
the group of client devices using 
at least a portion of the unique 
bit string; and 

c) means for 

i) copying the accepted 
packet to generate a 
duplicate packet, and 

ii) forwarding the duplicate 
packet to the monitoring 
port, 

if it is determined that the 
packet was sourced by a 
client device belonging to 
the group of client devices. 
[Emphasis added.] 

Further, independent claims 9 and 15 are not rendered 
obvious by the Gleeson and Murthy patents because one 
skilled in the art would not have been motivated to combine 
these patents as proposed by the Examiner. 

The Gleeson and Murthy patents do not teach 
determining whether or not a packet belongs to a group of 
packets to be copied for purposes of monitoring based on a 
unique bit string which has replaced at least a part of a 
layer 2 header. Presumably, the Examiner relies on the 
Gleeson patent for this teaching. However, as stated 
above, the Gleeson patent does not teach replacing a part 
of the layer 2 header with a unique bit string. To 
reiterate, Figure 6, together with Figures 4A-4D of the 
Gleeson patent suggest that the MVLAN ID and VLAN are 
prepended to a packet 402a. Prepending information to a 
packet is not the same as replacing bits in a packet with 
such information. Even assuming, arguendo, that such 
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prepended information could be said to replace layer 2 
header information, it is clearly not used for determining 
whether or not to copy packets for monitoring -- it is used 
to define virtual LANS subscribing to multicast session. 
Independent claims 9 and 15 are not rendered obvious by the 
Gleeson and Murthy patents for at least this reason. Since 
claims 10-12 depend from claim 9, these claims are 
similarly not rendered obvious by these patents. 

Further, one skilled in the art would not have 
been motivated to combine these patents as proposed by the 
Examiner. More specifically, the Examiner contends that 
(i) the Gleeson patent teaches copying a packet to generate 
a duplicate packet in the case when the packet is a 
multicast packet, (ii) the Murthy patent teaches a 
monitoring tool having a monitoring port for receiving a 
duplicate packet, and (iii) it would have been obvious to 
combine these teachings to enable monitoring. See Paper 
No. 7, page 7. First, as described above, the Examiner 
nowhere contends that either uses unique bit string 
information, which replaced at least a part of a layer 2 
header, for purposes of determining whether or not to 
monitor the packet. Further, the Gleeson patent teaches 
away from copying packets, as occurred in prior art 
techniques , stating : 

Although the prior art arrangement 
as described above is capable of 
delivering multicast messages to 
entities of diverse VLAN designations, 
it nonetheless has certain 
disadvantages. First, the arrangement 
requires that the same message be 
copied multiple times by the multicast 
router; one copy for each VLAN 
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associated with the message. In 
addition, each copy must be placed on 
the trunk line(s) linking the multicast 
router to the computer network. 
Depending on the number of VLAN 
designations associated with a given 
group multicast address, this may 
severely compromise the throughput of 
this trunk line. Multicast messaging 
may thus subject the network to 
substantial performance penalties, 
limiting the benefits of having 
established virtual local area 
networks. [Emphasis added.] 

Column 5, lines 2 7-40. Therefore, independent claims 9 and 
15 are not rendered obvious by the Gleeson and Murthy 
patents for at least this additional reason. Since claims 
10-12 depend from claim 9, these claims are similarly not 
rendered obvious by these patents. 

In view of the foregoing, the applicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw this ground 
of rejection. 

New claims 

New claims 16 and 17 depend from claim 1, new 
claims 18 and 19 depend from claim 5, new claims 20-22 
depend from claim 9, new claims 23-25 depend from claim 13, 
new claims 26 and 27 depend from claim 14, and new claims 
28-30 depend from claim 15. 

New claims 16, 18, 21, 24, 26 and 29 further 
define the layer 2 header information and the unique bits 
that replace at least a part of it. These claims are 
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supported, for example, by Figure 3 6 and the accompanying 
text of the specification. 



define the unique bit string and are supported, for 
example, by Figure 13 and the accompanying text of the 
specification . 

New claims 20, 23 and 28 further define the 
unique bit string and are supported, for example, by Figure 
36 and the accompanying text of the specification. 

Conclusion 



the applicant respectfully submits that the pending claims 
are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, the 
applicants request that the Examiner pass this application 
to issue. 



New claims 17, 19, 22, 25, 27 and 30 further 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, 



Respectfully submitted, 



November 2, 2 001 
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1. (AMENDED) A method for provisioning services to 
packets sourced from a number of client devices, each of 
the packets having at least a part of a layer 2 header 
replaced with a unique bit string that is independent of a 
layer 2 destination address , the method comprising: 

a) determining whether or not the packet is entitled 
to access a particular service [based on] using at 
least a portion of [at least one of (a) a layer 3 
address of the packet, and (b) ] the unique bit string; 
and 

b) if it is determined that the packet is entitled to 
access the particular service, then routing the 
packet . 

3 . (AMENDED) The method of claim 1 wherein at least a 
portion of the unique bit string corresponds to a [VPN-OUI] 
virtual private network-organizational universal 
identifier . 

4. (AMENDED) The method of claim 1 wherein at least a 
portion of the unique bit string corresponds to a [VPN] 
virtual private network - INDEX . 

5. (AMENDED) A method for providing various quality of 
service levels to packets sourced from a number of client 
devices, each of the packets having at least a part of a 
layer 2 header replaced with a unique bit string that is 
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5 independent of a layer 2 destination address , the method 

6 comprising: 

7 a) determining a service level to which the packet is 

8 entitled [based on] using at least a portion of [at 

9 least one of (a) a layer 3 address of the packet, and 

10 (b) ] the unique bit string; and 

11 b) forwarding the packet to a queue associated with 

12 the service level determined. 

1 7. (AMENDED) The method of claim 5 wherein at least a 

2 portion of the unique bit string corresponds to a [VPN-OUI] 

3 virtual private network-organizational universal 

4 identifier . 

1 8. (AMENDED) The method of claim 5 wherein at least a 

2 portion of the unique bit string corresponds to a [VPN] 

3 virtual private network - INDEX . 

1 9. (AMENDED) A method for monitoring packets sourced from 

2 a group of client devices defining a subset of client 

3 devices, each of the packets having at least a part of a 

4 layer 2 header replaced with a unique bit string, the 

5 method comprising: 

6 a) determining whether or not the packet belongs to 

7 the group of client devices [based on] using at least 

8 a portion of at least one of [(a) a layer 3 address of 

9 the packet, and (b) ] the unique bit string; and 

10 b) if it is determined that the packet does belong to 

11 the group of client devices, then 

12 i) copying the packet to generate a duplicate 

13 packet, and 
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14 ii) forwarding the duplicate packet to a 

15 monitoring facility. 

1 11. (AMENDED) The method of claim 9 wherein at least a 

2 portion of the unique bit string corresponds to a [VPN-OUI] 

3 virtual private network-organizational universal 

4 identifier . 

1 12 . (AMENDED) The method of claim 9 wherein at least a 

2 portion of the unique bit string corresponds to a [VPN] 

3 virtual private network - INDEX. 

1 13. (AMENDED) An apparatus for provisioning services to 

2 packets sourced from a number of client devices, each of 

3 the packets having at least a part of a layer 2 header 

4 replaced with a unique bit string, the apparatus 

5 comprising : 

6 a) an access control list; and 

7 b) an access controller, the access controller 

8 including 

9 i) means for determining whether or not the 

10 packet is entitled to access a particular service 

11 [based on] using 

12 A) contents of the access control list, and 

13 B) at least a portion of [at least one of 

14 (a) a layer 3 address of the packet, and 

15 (b) ] the unique bit string, and 

16 ii) means for routing the packet if it is 

17 determined that the packet is entitled to access 

18 the particular service. 
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1 14. (AMENDED) An apparatus for providing various service 

2 levels to packets sourced from a number of client devices, 

3 each of the packets having at least a part of a layer 2 

4 header replaced with a unique bit string that is 

5 independent of a layer 2 destination address , the apparatus 

6 comprising: 

7 a) a plurality of queues, each of the plurality of 

8 queues associated with a particular service level; 

9 b) a service level list; and 

10 c) a service level controller, the service level 

11 controller including 

12 i) means for determining a service level to 

13 which the packet is entitled [based on] using 

14 A) contents of the service level list, and 

15 t B) at least a portion of [at least one of 

16 (a) a layer 3 address of the packet, and 

17 (b) ] the unique bit string, and 

18 ii) means for forwarding the packet to the one 

19 of the plurality of queues associated with the 

20 quality of service level determined. 



1 15. (AMENDED) An apparatus for monitoring packets sourced 

2 from a group of client devices defining a subset of client 

3 devices, each of the packets having at least a part of a 

4 layer 2 header replaced with a unique bit string, the 

5 apparatus comprising: 

6 a) a monitoring port for accepting packets of the 

7 group of client devices to be monitored; 

8 b) means determining whether or not an accepted 

9 packet belongs to the group of client devices [based 
10 on] using at least a portion of [at least one of (a) a 
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11 layer 3 address of the packet, and (b) ] the unique bit 

12 string; and 

13 c) means for 

14 i) copying the accepted packet to generate a 

15 duplicate packet, and 

16 ii) forwarding the duplicate packet to the 

17 monitoring port, 

18 if it is determined that the packet was sourced by a 

19 client device belonging to the group of client 

20 devices. 
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IK* Aristotle. 2. A vital force urging an organism 
frcaPrMnfeent in some philosophical systems. 
SRlfflRnV) a [Fr.. <.OFr. entendre, to understand, —see 
"gm^ j K greement between two or more governments or 
ISBSSSative policy or action. 2. The parties to an entente, 
sfem.tered, -ter-in*, -ters. [ME cntien < OFr. entrer 
-Sgintr^ within.] — vt. L To come or go into. 2. To 
Bffifo 3,.,To introduce : insert. 4. To become a part of or 
~ggg:o embark on : begin. 6. a. To obtain admission to. 
SfgaSls ion for. C. To enroll. 7. a. To register as an entry in 
nfflB& exhibition <runners enter a track meet> b. To 
SraSpant in <enter an art show> c. To take part as a 
u Jgjg gnter the marathon> 8. To make a beginning in 
9R^rofesaon> 9. Law. a. To place formally upon the 
HrSgfr piea> b. To go upon in order to take possession of 
g|irepo rt ; (e.g:, a ship) to customs. — vi. 1. To come or go 
ph|<Sinfe'n r tr v. 3! To become a member of a group. 4. a. To 
Stefeenter i into a controversy > b.To be a part or compo- 
Ll lC^ o'nsider: investigate <an argument that entered into 
»JfflBjfim c emissions > 6. To become party to a contract. 
gj^^ RK. 8. To go upon in order to take legal possession 
ilSSEn to deal with or consider a subject. 
' SSy df ENTERO-. 

Rengarra l) adj. Enteric. — en'ter*al-ly adv. 

mifik) adj. [Gk. entenkos < enteron, intestine.] Of or 
^iSSnn e. 

ffiafln. Typhoid fever. 

Wito -n'tis) a Intestinal inflammation. 
Renter- pre/. [NLat. < Gk. enteroa intestine.] Intes- 

_Jjaegte;ri*um (en'ts-ro-bak-tir'e-am) a, pi. -i-a (-e-a). 
^SSSsram-negative rod-shaped bacteria of the family En- 
^S Siffin cludin g some pathogens of animals and plants. 
SJ2§®[ (£n'td-r&-bl'3-sls) n. [NLat. Enterobias, pinworm 
^SEnfestation of the intestine with pinworms. 
g gns (en't*ro-k6k'3s) a,-pl. -coc-ci (-k6k'sl', -k6kT). 
jSKthe intestine. — en'ter-o*coc'cal adj. 
gj tron e (en'ts-ro-gas'tron') n. [entero- + gastr(o)- 
l) T <^ggEr Ai hnrmnnp of . the upper intestinal mucosa that 
^[g^ja^crerinn and motility. 

"T^gas'e (en'to-ro-ki'nas', -khVas') n. An enzyme found in 
jj^t^t converts trypsinogen to trypsin. 
KS^rOn') a [NLat. < Gk.] The intestine. 

ienno (en'u-ro-path's-jenlk) ad;. Capable of 

"35S^K (6n'te-r6p'3-the) a An intestinal disease. 
jSlSginiy (en't3-rds't>me) a, pi. -mies. Surgical creation 
■ n v ^jSp 'the.intestine through the abdominal wall. 

""^(en^-roYa-me) a, v pi -mies. Surgical incision 

5^.(en'te-r6-t6k'sin) a A toxin produced by bacteria 
J&sgnal cells and causing symptoms of food poisoning. 
SpS'tor-priz') n. [ME < OFr. entreprise < entreprendre, 
f^lppfTe-, .between (< Lat. inter-) + prendre, to take < 
s^JfeAn undertaking, esp. one of great scope, complica- 
^Ssp^business organization, 3. Systematic and industri- 
J^^rness to venture : initiative. — en'ter-pris'er a 
2S$ (en'ter-pri'zing) adj. Showing imagination, initia- 
>J£g§s to undertake challenging or risky projects. — en'- 
*Smqdv 

^^.'ter-tan') v. -tained, -tain-ing, -tains. [ME enter- 
OFr. entretenir < VLat. *intertenere : Lat. inter, 
js|g|3H^ere, to hold.] — vt. L To hold the attention of : 
Qgj^^Eg^nd hospitality toward <Centertain business associ- 
fifeiMBp&To consider : contemplate <entertain a notion> 
_J|M : harbor ^entertained no false hopes > 5. Ar- 
jS^tte with : maintain. — vi. 1. To show hospitality to 
^pvide entertainment. — en'tertain'er a 
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entertainment (en'tar-tan'msnt) a L An act ot entertaining 
2. The art or. field of entertaining Something that entertains. 
4. Pleasure afforded by being entertaij^K. Obs. a. Maintenance : 
support, b. Employment. , 

en thal py (en'thaTpe, en-thaT) a, pZ-pies. [< Gk. entnaJpeia 
to heat in : en-, in + thalpein, to heat.] A thermodynamic function 
of a system, equivalent to the internal energy plus the product of the 
pressure and the volume. ' 

en-thrall (en-throl') vt. -thralled, -thraU-ing, .thralls. [ME, to 
put in bondage : en-, en- + thral, slave, —see thrall.] L To hold 
spellbound : captivate. 2. To enslave. — cn-thrall'ment a 

en-throne (en-thron') vt. -throned, -thron-ing, -thrones. 
1. a. To seat on a throne, b. To invest with sovereign power or with 
the authority of high office. 2. To raise to a high position. — en- 
throne'ment a 

en-thuse (en-thooz') vt. & vi. -thused, -thus-ing, -thus-es. 

[Back-formation < enthusiasm . ] Informal To stimulate enthusiasm 
in or to show enthusiasm. 

en*thu*srasm (en-thdo'ze-az'am) a [LLat. enthusiasmus < Gk. 
enthousiasmos < enthowiazein, to be inspired by a god < entheos, 
possessed : en-, in + theos, god.] L a. Intense feeling for a subject or 
cause, b. Eagerness :.zeal. 2. Something inspiring enthusiasm. 3. Ar- 
chaic. Excessive religious fervor. . 

en-thu-si-ast (en-thoo'ze-asf) n. [Gk. ehthousiastes < enthousia- 
zehx to be inspired, —see enthusiasm,] L One intensely involved 
or preoccupied with a particular subject <a chess enthusiast> 2. A 
zealot : fanatic. ' 

en*thu*si-as-tic (en-thob'ze-as'tik) adj. Having or showing enthu- 
siasm. — en-thu'si-as'ti-cal-ly adv. 

en*thymeme (en'tha-mem') a [Ut. enthymema < Gk. entnu- 
mema, a rhetorical argument < enthumeisthai, to consider : en-, in 
+ thumos, mind.] Logic. A syllogism with an implicit premise. 

en tice (en-tts') vt. -ticed, -tic-ing, -tic-es. [ME enticen < OFr. 
enticier, to instigate < VLat. *intitiare : Lat. in-, in + Lat. titio, 
firebrand.] To beguile. by arousing hope or desire : LURE. — en-tice'- 
ment a — en-tic'er n. — en-tic'ing-ly adv. 

en-tire (en-tir') adj. [ME < OFr. entir < Lat. integer : in-, not + 
tangere, to touch.] L Having no part left out : WHOLE. 2. Being with- 
out limitation or reservation : complete <gave the speaker our en- 
tire attention> 3. In one piece : intact. 4. Of one piece : 
CONTINUOUS. 5. Not castrated. 6. Bot. Not having an indented mar- 
gin, —a 1. The whole : entirety. 2. An uncastrated horse, —en-tire'- 

ness a - „ m „ . , ,. 

en-tire-ly (en-tirae) adv. 1. Completely : wholly. 2- Solely or exclu- 
sively <We were entirely to blame. > 

en*tire*ty (en-tl'ra-te) n., pi -ties. L The state of being entire. 
2. The whole amount or extent : total. 

en-ti*tte (en-tlfl) vt. -tied, -tling, -ties. [MEentitlen < OFr enti- 
teier < Med. Lat. inti talare : Lat. in-, in + Lat tituias, title.] 1- To 
give a name o r tide^.M[|j^ 
m 'eltolfr^ n - . 

eS^^yle^^ya^ pi -ties. [Med. Lat. entitas < Ut. ens, pr.part 
of esse, to be.] L The fact of existence : being. 2. The existence of 
something considered apart from its properties. 3. Something that 
exists as a particular and discrete unit individuals and corpora- 
tions are equivalent entities under the law. > 

ento- or ent- pref. [NLat. < Gk. entos, within.] Inside : within 
<entozoan> 

en-to-blast (en'ta-blastO n. var. of endoblast. 
en*to*derm (en'te-durm') a var. of endoderm. 
en*toil (en-toil') vt. -toiled, -toilnng, -toils. Archaic. To ensnare. 
— en-toil'ment a 

en*tomb (en-tobm') vt. -tombed, -tombing, -tombs. [Urr. en- 
toumber : en-, in (< Lat. in-) + tombe, tomb, —see tomb.] LTo 
place in or as if in a tomb or grave. 2. To serve as a tomb for. — en- 
tomb'ment n. 

entomo- pref. [Fr. < Gk. entomon, insect : en-, in + temnein, to 
cut (from the insect's segmented body).] Insect <entomology> 

en-to*mol-0*gy • (gn'ts-mol'a-je) a Scientific study of insects. 
— en'to-mo-log'ic ( ma-lojlk), en'to-mo-log^i-cal adj. — en to- 
mo-log'rcaMy adv. — en'to*mol'o*gist a 

en-to-moph a gous (en'ta-mof a-gas) adj. Feeding on insects. 

en*to-moph*i*lous (en'ts-mof^las) adj. Pollinated by insects. 
— en'to-moph'My n. ? , _ 

en-tou-rage (on'too-razh') a [Fr. < entourer, to surround < Orr. 
entour, surroundings : en-, in + tour, circuit.] 1. A group of atten- 
dants or associates : retinue. 2. One's surroundings or environment. 

en-to-zo-an (en'ts-zo'an) a, pi -zo-a (-zo'a). An animal, as a tape- 
worm, that lives within another animal, usu. as a parasite. — en'to* 
zo'ic adj. 

en-tr'acte (on'trakt', aN-trakt') a [Fr. : OFr. entre, between + 
acte, act] L The interval between acts of a theatrical performance. 
2. An entertainment, as a musical performance, given between acts 

of a play. „ rtT , . f » 

en trails (en'tral^, -tralz) pl.a [ME entraille < OFr. < Med. Ut. 
intraha < Lat. inter, within.] The internal organs, esp. the intestines. 



